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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-A

PC-Al
From: Jared_Abe@vic.com
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 4:02 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: Leave Our Wall Alone Please

To whom it may concern, ~

As a parent of 2 in the College Park East neighborhood, we frequent the parks often. Our bike routes to the parks involve
riding along the current freeway wall. As it is now, there are bike lanes on each side of the road, so my children are safe
in either girection. Our neighborhood is known for the many bike riders, walkers, and joggers, especially along the
freeway wall. As both a pedestrian and car driver, | feel those roads are safe and can't imagine what type of safely issues
it would cause to move the wall in. Not to mention there are 2 parks that would be affected by the wall relocation. As a
parent and adult, | feel it's our responsibility to stand up for our children who don't have a voice in this matter. The
pollution in our neighborhood is bad encugh as it is, please don't allow the wal! to be moved in order to create more room
for more vehicles. Instead, push to encourage more car pooling. Adding more lanes is only a temporary solution to an
ever growing problem. Everyene as a whole should have to make sacrifices o the traffic issues in our city, not just one

neighborhood, Yes (o car pooling and other solutions and a big NO to moving the wall and creating an unsafe
atmosphere for the children. _/

Thanks you for your time,

Jared Abe
College Park East Resident

PC-A2

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report £

Environmenta: impact Staterment (Draft EIR/EIS), Commenls must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
:'J Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Communily Collage [:| Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audilorium

] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 ~Vestminster Community Center  {_| Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Centar

Mame (First and Last): ) o
L one. ACeve?
Deganization:
Bddress(Optionaly
Phone Number : [ Email address:
Comments; L€ 55 r(""\{'{ vC.
T
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-A3 PC-A3 Translation
— ™
Comment:
l'40 5 !m p rovem ent PrOj ect All the projects that help improve the quality of life of the communities should be approved as fast as
K ) possible. As time passes by, the existing conditions worsen, prices increase, and everything should be
Public Heari ng resolved as soon as possible for the well being of the communities and job opportunities. Thank you.

Comment Sheet
J

Pleass provide your comments regarding the 405 Improvement Project Draft Ervironmental Impact Report /
Environmental impact Statemnent (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caitrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[7] Mendzy, June 4, 2012 ~ Qrange Coast Gommunity College |_| Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorism
|'_] ‘Wednasday, June 6, 2012 - Westminstar Community Center :]Thursdu_v. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

Name (Flrst and Lasf): 1\’; YR ;' Tt 7
Organization: ' ) . L
__.._,.—__-._..'{tx’ép»— ’:‘—O Cad {7 N o e i
Address(Optional):
Phone Number: i Email address:
[ [ i
1 Lo ) v !
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A4

From: cadams29@ca.rr.com

Sent: Friday, June 08, 2012 9:18 PM

To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments

Subject: San Diege Freeway (1-405) Improvement Project

Why isn't there some sort of metro-rail alternative included in the project ? We can't
continue to depend upon automobiles as the primary mode of transportation as the population
continues to grow, otherwise our freeways will need to be widened again in a couple more
decades, turned into double-deck roadways, or additional freeways added. At some point,
widening the freeways or adding additional freeways is going to require the removal of
existing businesses and homes. Why not build a rail system on the existing freeways instead
of adding additional general purpose lanes, carpool lanes, or toll lanes ?

As for alternative 3 that would require the replacement of the recently widened Fairview
Street overpass, that would waste the millions of dollars spent by the City of Costa Mesa for
that overpass widening.

Sincerely,
Craig Adams

From: Jim Adams [imeadams@sbeglobal net]
Sent: Monday, June 18, 2012 10:51 AM

To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments
Subject: 1-405 Improvement Project Public Hearing

Hello: | attended the Public Hearings for the 1-405 Improvement Project on June 4, 2012 and June 14, 2012. After ™
listening to two presentations and viewing the video numerous times , the following is my comments regarding the
project.

Although | don't live in the carridor, | travel the corridor, as well as other corridors in Orange County on a regular basis. |
am a 52 year resident of Orange County residing =t 436 5. Camellia Street in Anaheim, CA 92804.

I would prefer the Alternative #3 over the other zlternatives for various reasons, First, | am of the belief that even
though it is new and people don't adapt easily to changes the express (toll) lanes is the way to future travel in Southern

>1

California. Secondly, it will contribute to the funding of the projects, and third, the projected travel time between the 73
and the 605 makes it even more appealing.

| am very supportive of the project and thank you for the opportunity to make comments.
Jim Adams, Council Representative

LA/OC Building Trades Council
(213) 483-4222

PC-AG6
From: Am Mira Adler [AmMiraAdlen@SECGlobal.net]
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 10:37 AM

To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: Comments: 405 Conslruction

Good morning. Please excuse my confusion regarding whether this should be add 1t Smita L or M.

Farsons. The Orance County Register article is unclear.
Flease accept the following comments:

1. 1 am completely opposed fo wasting the taxpayers' money by demolishing the 87 million Fairview Street Bridge.
This new bridge should have not have been constructed if there was a possibility that the area would need to be
redesigned.

2. While the general purpose [anes (the second alternative) would clearly benefit the greatest number of users, the
Authority should live within its means. An 5800 million shortfall at a time when we will see our children's
education diminished again, our helpless il and elderly inadequately cared for, and our colleges and universities
hanging on by their teeth is not accaptable. If the people choose to fund any construction by approving a
MILLAGE instead of paying INTEREST, so be it. The habil of using bonds, where the interest accrued is the
equivalent of the face value of the project, literally doubles the cost.

3. The situation between the 22 Freeway, Valley View exit, and the 605 should have been resolved before the
construction in that area began. Morthbound, after enduring years of added congestion prior to the opening of the
7" Street Bridge, we are still going to endure some closures and faded striping which puls drivers at risk.
Southbound, the area is a nightmare — one lass lane leading to the 22, signs pointing off into vacant land (one of
which is broken) are making this driver use surface streets rather than the freeway. How much money will it cost,
depending on what decision is made, to finish this project? How long will it take? How long will it be befare the
fast lane on the eastbound 22 Freeway, which is now sprouting weeds, will again be available to those who paid
for it?

4. There is a large “alert” electronic sign on the westbound 22 near Magnolia. 1t warns us to buckie up and avoid
cell phone use. What it does not tell us is whether or not the traffic is backed up to Golden West, or how long it
will take to get from Beach Boulevard to the 605, With proper warmning, drivers might have the oplion of bailing out
onte Beach Boulevard.

5. | certainly sympathize with the College Park East residents. If the sound wall is moved, the cost of resurfacing to
reduce noise (as was dene on the westbound 22 Freeway in the area of EuclidMagnoliz) might be factored into
the project.

Generally, | am unfamiliar with the procedures the Authority might have in place to control the time frame of ils projects.
Has consideration ever been given to “swarming” part of a project, completing it, and then moving Lo another par, thus
reducing the years an area is affected? | understand that this might not be appropriate; | simply do not understand why.

Thank you for your consideration.
Roberta S, Adlar

13171 Coleman Place
Garden Grove, CA 92843-1217
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-A7 PC-A8

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

Flease pmwde your the 1-405 1 t Project Draft Environmental Impact Report / "
tal SO RS e Please provide your comments the 1-405 Project Draft Environmental impact Repart f
Eavir Vimpact (Br=h EIWEISI Cor e tba recaived by Callrans no later than July 2, 2012. Envirenmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Cmmmns must be received by Callrans ne later than July 2, 2012,

WMeeting Venue (please check one of the following]: Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

Monday, June 4, 2042 ~ Orange Coast Commurity College ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush P
i’_] ay, g ity Colleg L] ¥, o ush Park Auditerium D Honday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community College B Thursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Rush Park AudBerium
[[] Wecnesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Community Center [ | Thursday, June 14, 2012 = Faurtain Vallzy Serior Center

N en e . AL oren

Name (First and Last);

[] Wednesday, June &, 2012 — Westminster Communily Center ] Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senfor Center

Mame (First and Lagh)-

Crganization: - e \/gcol/) ,}éf fu;/i[f“ el
rganization:
AddressiOptonaly; ; = 3 N Falbe Lo 52~
! g PA ; oA ( J < af ress{Oplion; sy .
g o blzn:;.:;:m. ‘ Rl e g EIY LB T ooal Ao A T30
T > W TYDET £ mail address:
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A9 PC-A10

I1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

Please provide your t g the 1-405 Imp Preject Dreft Environmental impact Report / F'Inaf.-z pravide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environments! Impact Report /
Envire | Impact Stat (Draft ElRJElS) Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, Impact (Dratt EIRE!S). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[] Menday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coas! Community Collage [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audstarium [] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Drange Caast Community Callege || Thursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Rush Paik Auditorium
] Wednesday, Junc 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Cormunity Center [l Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Senior Center [[] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center
Harme (First and Last) 1 o~ Name (Fistand Lesti: 5 .
ame (First & ) J‘ch/\ ‘4&\; o Feeey AliprD
Crganization: Organization:
Addres: tionall: Address{Optional): P o
e i Fb30 Yy Ler e
Fhane Mumber: Email adeross: Fhane Number: _ Emall address:
B | 562 5683487 Clere G040 @ rosdrengren, forrts
\
i o s o , :
Comments:__{¢-5(% ‘f (XSt 79’“—'{"/ < Fa‘/‘) ‘{’ /L‘ A Comments:
7
>~ 1 I attended the meeting for 1-405 Improvement Project on Tuesday, )
June 12, 2012, After listening, reading and asking guestions I decided
. to vote !'nr Alternative 1 because it provides a continuous carpool land -
/ on bath sides of the freeway, the wall will not need to be torn down and
] all is in line with Measure M. > '
If the wall is torn down it would cause: -
e . 1. Great expense with little relief to traffic congestion. =
2. Replacement wall will be less stable and efficient.
o ) 3. Loss of parking. -
4. Relocation of uilities. _
(Space for ¢ its continued on T )] ' {Space for comments continued on reverss)
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-A11 PC-Al12
From: Milton Aliicne [Milton.Allione@brilogy.com] — = -
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2012 6:53 AM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Ce: Colleen 'Donoghue -
Subject: Costa Mosa Public Hearing I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing
Smita Deshpande
Branch Chief - Caltrans District 12 Com ment Sheet
“Attn: 405 DEIR / DEIS Comment Period”
22l_}‘| Dupont _Drivn Please provide your Is regarding the 1-405 Imp t Project Draft Environmental Impact Repart /
Suite 200, Irvine, CA 82612 Envi impact it (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Last nights ‘hearing’ was a complete joke. Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): |
QCTA had no intent of hearing from the public, and tried several times to avoid public comments — i.e., the intent [7] tonday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Communily Golege [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium
was to be nothing more than an informational presentation. [ wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center [(Frhwrsday, June 14, 2012 - Fourtain Valley Senior Center
Public outery forced the venue change, which was not set up to accommodate public comment 1 o) -
Mame {First and Last): v / / '|
Please ensure thal future meeting hold provide a queuve and microphone so all audience participants can hear T = D44 L Lz n 02 2 A |
questions and answers, L i
Address{Cplonal): ] = - — 1
1ol S, Lasbet dy  Foelleviay Oq S2833 |
Fhone NumEer: _ . Emal address: |
2047230639 |
) ™
| Comments: LA/ Lile (zt"/ et Trse u)fnul\l‘%’. }A?Ag "/5 /HOI'\@
_LAnes -
—
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A13

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments ding the 1-405 Imp I Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Envirenmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[:'] Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community Collega [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Rush Park Auditorium

[ Wednesday, June 6, 2012 = Westminster Community Center  [] Thursdlay, June 14, 20712 - Fountain Vallay Sanior Center

[ o and Lo \.._)7'3"0 ¥ AWAAND
[ Crganization: !;2 (ﬁf},}lq f}/#‘f'ﬁ?‘!{ﬂ L.‘\} - —
ml.ke.ss{OpurnaP .{—‘Yﬂy‘r Ly W ‘\"_l‘_ [qﬂ w?:—‘ "“;‘:S?‘?/

address:

—[-émall
Cumments:_]_M_PtQ_{L_ﬂ Free Wy S
Vv

LAnes

MRIETAN NG 22072

YeS  Fo Foll epess

(Space for comments continued on reverse)

PC-Al14

> 1

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments ragarding the I-405 Improvemant Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/E|S). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
D Monday, June 4, 2012 - Crange Coast Community College D Thursday, June ¥, 2012 - Rush Park Audilorium

|:[ Wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Canter [:[‘F'hursdw, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

Marne (First and Last):
Bz o

Crganization:

A alis o

‘Address{Oplienal):

“Phone Number: Email address:

Comments:__ T P, ot B s i
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-A15 PC-A16

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

Please provide your commants regarding the 1-405 improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report / Please provide your comments regarding the 1-408 Improvament Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Envirenmental impact Statement {Draft EIR/EIS). Camments must be received by Caftrans o [ater than July 2, 2012, Environmental Impact Statement (Drait EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Meeting Venue {please check one of the following): | Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[7] Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community College [[] Thursdey, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium [T] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditesivm
D Wadnesday, June §, 2012 - Westminsler Community Center I::lThursdgy. Jure 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Seniar Center L] Wednasday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center E]Thursday. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Senior Center
L oo\ Py usce7 - TR
Mame [Fast and Lasi) | Mamme (First and Last) |
_ Lus  Pmbrosi@
Organization: - Crganization: !
Address{Cplional): B T = — Address{Optional) wpFHZOF
S0% N BANCER S Zaha Ana CA. (92- S.Esplangdler Oranse ¢n. 92867
Fhone Number: y - Ermnail adcress: - Phone Number: I Email address:
UY-63/-12 30 20436~ 7745
Tk o { / / / , 1 ’4 Cf M é ) /Qf g R
Comments:__ L T TAL €S o im0l fime Lo Get {one to Comments: 4 e S are. Wy ” yzi fmaf .
Pt puv PeaonlieCo (e pco S Ao avec 51 #c/}ﬂ radi W a orC r‘L¢@001 NS -
f i o =
pa g dr 4« AU ﬁj(rd{_ﬁ £ f Lroprwain® Lo 1 -
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A17
From: Amy [akmmarsh@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, June 15, 2012 2:11 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405_SEAL BEACH RETAINING WALL

Concems/Comments re: the proposed expansion of the 405.
Any scenaric that invelves tearing down and moving the soundwall in Seal Beach aleng Almond avenue s unacceptable N

« Any period of time without any part of the wall is unacceptable in our neighborhood. The noise would be completely
intolerable not only from the construction, but from the freeway. Could you sleep with nothing between your home and
the 4057 How do vou expect our children to?

= [am confident that the noise leve! while there is no wall violztes any number of envirenmental issues in the study that
were glossed only looking at the final result. The final resuit wil! certzinly be bad enough for us, but the rebuiki is
compietely intolerable,

» There is absolutely no way they can build 2 new wall before tearing down the old (not enough ream for the workers
and equipment hetween the two structures).

* Mo ane knows how long the wall be down because “Lhey haven’t looked 2t that dosely vet”. That answer is completely
unzceeptable given how long it could potentially be down.

+ There will still be & backup as you approach the 605 because LA County Is not do any expansion there, THAT BACK UP
WILL FURTHER BOTTLERNECK OUR EXITS AND CREATES FURTHER POLLUTION 1IN THE HOMES & COMMUNITIES
BORDERING THE 405

« Our property values will likely decrease - almost certainly during the peried where the wall is being rebuilt and it is non-
exisient, and even afterwards because we will lose the landscaping we currently enjoy, not zll ef the wall will be uniform
a5 not all of it s moving, and because the noise and pollution wili be that much closer to our homes. In addition, our exits
will be bottlenacked by the narrowing of lanes at the county line so getting to and from our homes will be perceived as
more challenging instead of an improvement,

+ Follution will only increase in an arca that already has more than its falr share of black soot on everything.

* We will lose 1 side of parking on Almond. This may not seem like a big deal at first blush, bul our street sweeping dozs
one side of a cul de sac at a time, and several of our cul de sacs have limited to almast no curb parking. What happens
when the street sweeper is coming down the side of Almond that has parking — where are those cars supposed to go?
Blocks avay?

* We have enjoyed that wider street now for several decades and a more narrow street will affect the safety of our
children, bicyclists, roller bladers, runnars, walkers, dog walkers, and the eiderly who prefer to use their walkers on the
road instead of the bumpy sidewalk. And that list is not all inclusive as many of our residents use Almond to access our
parks.

» Measure M did not zpprove Alternative 2 and 3, only Aliernative 1.

* The new wall will not be as geod &s our current one = not up to the same earthquake standards as when originally bullc.
« 1 lack faith that the buliders will truly make rebuiiding the wall a priority — what if something happens end we don't get
our wall back for a long time or at 2ilil
* Power outages for the entire neighberhood as power fines are relocated is unacceptable

+ We are equally concerned for our neighbors in Fountain Valley who will fose jobs and revenue for the city when 4 of
their businesses are uprooted. I know there is talk about relocating them, but so much of a business's success is
dependent on 1t's location = it is unlikely to be & move up for them.

+ We will lose trees in Almond Park iIf the wall is moved at all in that areza. The plan right now is to not move that part, so
why do you have to move the adjacent perts?37?

+ It seems that either Altemative 2 or 3 will create mere lanes of trafiic outside our neighborhood by just moving the
bottleneck to the LA Ceunt/Orange County interface on the 405. The result is we'll have MORE pollution and noise in our
neighborhood as the freeway clogs right at the border, and zll these extra cars have nowhere to go with no other
freeways expanded. The 605 northbound has never been an issue; the majority of the raffic backup is caused by the 405
nerth of OC, and expanding the freeway to the border not only fails to address the issue it makes the pollution worss in
this area as more cars are backed up more hours of the day on the freeway. The added pollution could be significant for
all of us, especially children with asthma, and elderly people with emphysema/COPD, bronchitis, or asthma.

Propasals:

PC-A17 (continued)

« o with Alternative 1 as appraved by the voters in Measure M

« Marrow the shoulder by a few feet where necessary to avoid moving the wall at all — bridges don't have to have a 10"
foot shoutder, so having small sections with smaller shoulders should be achievable withoul having to make changes to
the spundwall,

» Start eliminating one of the Generzl Purpose lanes early to avoid moving the wail

» Consider fight rail or some cther public transportation.

+ Lobby the heck out of the Navy to give a few feet where needed on their side — we don't need 10 feet ali the way, just
occasionally

+ DO WHATEVER IT TAKES NOT TO MOVE THE WALL!!II
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PC-A18
From: keesgal@acl.com
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2012 5:43 AM
To: Parsons, 405 .dedcomments
Subject: Fwd: 405homeowner compensation

----- Original Message-----

From: keesgal <keesgal@aol.com:»
Ta: chyrne <cbyrnefiocta.nets
Sent: Sat, Jun 16, 2812 5:48 am
Subject: 4@Shomeowner compensation

I live one street from the Fairview ramp and barely lived through the last project with the
noise&truck fumes pouring into our home of 2@years.the trucks stage on our street and wait to
load or unlead having extreamley loud diesel engines roaring alone the cigarette butts and
trash from meals bags they leave and the yelling we hear nitely and many times profane words
on project . the soot kept me busy washing so water bill was high,my lite bill was high cause
we couldn't open windows and needed fans daily which we had to buy since we always used only
window air. I was @work puffy eye from awake@nite with noise and heeping and lites in our
windows from the project.My bills are low due to being conservative and relying on nature to
comfort us.

Is there any compensation for us homeowners@the preject sight for comfort as we are stuck
in our homes with this horrid mess again?. A move or hotel is not practable since many
homecwners have pets .Maybe have some paper work with a deadline date to apply for those of
us who may need to be totally inconvenienced by another Fairview project. The times the
electric was out several times due to trucks hitting wires and the days AART was out due to

hitting controls under ground that took 2 days to repair leaving us no phone and online and
att&t trucks all over the street not knowing how to repair problem. /
thank you for your time.

Lin Anderson 3129 Van Buren,Ccsta Mesa,92626

PC-A19

Please provide your commants regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Environmental Impact Statement {Draft EIR/EIS). Commeants must be received by Caitrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

E| Wonday, June 4, 2012 - Crange Coast Community College @ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

|:| Wednasday, June B, 2012 = Westminster Community Center DThursdas’. June 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Valley Serior Cenler

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Mame (First and ﬁ‘h \]

Anigon

Organi

P OMBELS Local SB2

_;:ms: p:ﬁ“?’%’: saeain CT. L{Ejd ddc_k.llh-ﬂ R
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
PC-A20 PC-A21
From: Erwin Anisman [eanisman@yahoo.com] —
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2012 9:45 P
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments
Subject: 405 project

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

I am very disappointed that you don't have a light rail or rapid bus clement to your plan just

more and more lanes for more and more cars. I have heard your lip service to public 1
transportation before, but nothing has come of it before and nothing will come of it now.

Erwin Anisman

eanisman(@yahoo.com F'Isase provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmenta! Impact Report /
Impact {Draft EIRVEIS). Comments must be received by Calirans no [ater than July 2, 2012,

Comment Sheet

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[ Mondsy, fune 4, 2012 - Orange Goast Community College [[] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditedum
‘Wednesday, June &, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Sanior Center
ey

name (First and Lasth: I P ! )
| M, kg ﬂv’l'fg A fr s _

Crgm alon -
| Lpelithen] el g2

Mdréss{bpmnaf}

Fhone Mumber: T | Email address:

I =996 395% i
v .l J }( = 5 - [ ’
Comments; Wepildd Feellv LG = o ce YUS ¢ A e s in o
Ta ot al e ] /c-‘-”é‘ e J:h’» el to oK

S 4
7
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-A22 PC-A23
From: Christina Byme [cbyrne@octa.net]
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2012 8:14 AM
To: Joan
Ce: Parsons, 405.dedcormments
= Subject: Re: 405 fwy
1-405 Improvement Project N
Public Hearing
Com ment .Sheet Thank you for submitting yvour formal comment on the Drafi Environmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/S)
] . for the 1-405 Improvement Profect. Please note, that a response io your comment will be included in the Final
Floase provide your comments regerding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft Envirenments! Impact Report / EIRSS,
Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no lster than July 2, 2042, e
Mesating Venue (please check one of the following): Christina Byme
D Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Collage [_':} Thursday, June 7, 2012 - F.lush Park Auditorium
[[] Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminsler Communily Conter [ Hfursday, June 14, 2012 - Feuntain Valley Senor Center On Jun 6, 2012, at 5:12 AM, "Joan" <gthumbgali@sbeglobal net= wrote:
Christina,

Name {First and Lasl):

e AR

Organization: - L{T};\g— Larel freae o Please know a lot of us do not want Alternative #3. )
Address{Option:): . - . 1 — )
T g Quail DR, _LOKE ClSInonE eal, g
ane My ] - - =mail address; . ¥ P | ‘0an Arcmbpal
gsi-906- £95 9 [ SEORGE AB [ 10 [ tolmuiycom| | 714-350-2282

Comments:_wJE_AYCED THE TweEL STReOINE &R Radld v O

e o8 THAT Hel(pS FEED THIS GRERT stale
of S, (Al. T Feal YAl owien WankpRS o e 1

YURE Mo o Socdl wewiEc e ANCTHS wWehks

Feig. YHe Tlod aET#HiS aMeAT Stre
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A24 PC-A25

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

| Please provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report / Please provide your ¢ ts regarding the I-405 Imy t Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
| Envirenmenta! Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Cemments must be received Ly Galtrans no later than July 2, 2012, Envir Impact Stat t (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no fater than July 2, 2012,
:_ Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[ wonday. June 4, 2012 - Orange Coest Carumunily Cofege [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Perk Auditarium [] Meneay, Junc 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Colege (7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audiorium
) wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center [Jthursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Senior Genter [] Wednesday, Juns 6, 2012~ Westminster Community Center [ Thurscay, June 14, 2012 - Fountzin Valley Senior Center
Lol LIy s ey e e v Tose & Avellavo
Name (First and Last): i K 1 . . o
o )fo 2193 FJ,"?'CK_."(«Q 1z [Narme (First and Lasi):
Organization: T e
faho Loeed G / Orgarkcallof: £4° 2 o cal i
Address{Optienall: 1 ,, ; i — ae T P — = -
i & [ = g ) e e Address{Optional): o .
o il Sepco Epm{ga*’ Lalkce F(Sinore (A e qranddive 22igs £loimene " 72550
) ) ﬂ?f’l / ,?/78""’1‘)'{ {ﬂ i I FPhone Nymber: < Email address:
" ! G5y G PE-S0xT cell 3202242
e - f = . //' — ) \
. ‘N s d TPea .
Cfmmcmu'—"{” 7 k : = ._;? 22 = Z< "}“\'" === Comments:_}7 & ¥¢' S iman oS Fre e Frmipidean. Lo
£ = 7o 7 ; 1 C f entS i il
/‘e’(_ﬂ\—aﬁ_@"; : 70 many aCCiD T b Ul Clmsimas o @ue vicsesihmns e s dmpliod paa
§ The s rond ey Jo gt <y : — )
4 -K{f’ﬁ ; g. £ - / = — > 1 Lo JrnlZe se yfba.fer{n.__z'_-';_n_ma-_)rzn s s menTe
Think S @Qsing TJo create &eficr ):,v,,/_" . 7 ;
= ' '_ . . i;c. N reselanap s INas rahega /ﬂa o ta Ua’r’rfc"*'
for flot”~ people T podd [ k< Jo
£ - flebalio, L ¢

S e ’fzt_ﬂ.___;f‘;_ }Z( 2 Zp2 e ed - /
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-A25 Translation PC-A26
Comment:
We need to expand the roads because we need more space so people can travel more easily and we H
need more jobs for the people. 1 I-405 Improvement prOJECt
Public Hearing
Comment Sheet
Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Imp Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
i tal lmpact it (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Meeting Venue {please check one of the fellowing):
7] Monday, June £, 2012 ~ Crange Coast Community College El:!_nursd&y. June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
@I Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Community Center |:| Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center
Mame (First and Lasi):
Lj‘i‘):" ) Acias
Crganization: 1 I {4 —
m: - b{lgr\bt(ﬁ Logecal '-?i'— /,%?
fodgs peunds Ase , LohiHiec, CA, 90603 !
Phone Numbel : | Email address: 1
S~ G ~5510 ]
Comments: ’ﬂu Sy f f{ lj?—-nf){i/!' ’ﬂlé’; Cartrmun, L:g Eor gnec e s
‘5_ o Copre
(Space for comments continued on revarse)
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A27
From: Kenneth Amold [arcomp@pacbell.net]
Sent: Friday, July 13, 2012 11:58 AM
To: Maorlach, John; Adams, Audra; Nguyen, Janet; fecrandall@yahoo.com;
fuproud@fountainvalley.org
Subject: QOCTA Honor Measure M

In regards to the 405 expansion project;
Please !!!

We have already paid most of the cost of a two lane expansion of the 405 with our measure M sales tax dollars.

We do not want any of that hijacked to create toll lanes. We want the FREEway expansion we have been
promised and have been paying for.

My preference was for the alternative not offered, an additional GP lane and an additional HOV lane in each
direction.

Your votes will be remembered.
Sincerely,

Kenneth Arnold
Fountain Valley, CA

PC-A28

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Plegse provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Freject Draft Environmentz! Impact Repert /
Envirenmental Impact Statement [Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must ba received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012.

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

ﬂ\l\{mda)‘. June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Communily College U Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

E[ Wadnesday, June 6, 2012 -~ Westminster Commurity Center El Thursday, June 14, 2012 ~ Founlain Valiey Senior Gerter

Name {First and Last); —

T ecleseyshas ]
£Ea

Organzaten:

Address{Oplienal):

Fhone Wamber: T e,
Peo

! et 2002 5T \nHee -G
~

| . -
Comments: /‘\: M “"?.‘J,:QY T‘J B2 Workinis So TT Docsin ??_F
m/__tﬂ { Ip‘,q KL_D wie —— — >

I
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-A29
From: Katie Arthur [kaarthur@ca,rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2012 2:01 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405 Widening in Costa Mesa

My family and | are outraged and adamantly opposed to Alternative #3.
We do NOT support anything about this Alternative. Leave the bridge alone.
Alternative #2 is Just fine and dandy, thank you very much. 1

Katie Arthur, Herb Netal
400 Cabrillo 5t
Costa Mesa, CA 92627

PC-A30

From: Katie Arthur [mailio:

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2012 1:16 FM

To: Christina Byrne

Subject: Opposition to the 1-405, esp. Option #3

To Whom it May Concern:
We are adamantly opposed to the proposed |-405 widening in Costa Mesa.

PC-A31

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing -'

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project

Draft Environmenta! Impact Repert /

E Impact

{Draft EIRVEIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College

[ Thwrsdsy, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

[[] Wadnesday, June €, 2012 - Westminster Commurlty Certer |

-
{Thursday, June 14, 2042 - Fountan Valey Senlsr Center

Nama (First and Last): RO bi’"ﬂ— o Iﬁ‘t Z_f?\__f%

Crganization: J’"b
sl

ez

Address(Cptlona):

Fhome Number :

'562-256"5b5 | ThRiRginlgy

hdo.Cor |

and CM busi We

The current options proposed by OCTA will have a significant negative impact to CM
are especially(!!) opposed to Alternative #3.

If sumething must be done, then the Freeway should be widened north of Costa Mesa, where the impact Lo the number of

residents and businesses will be less than what has to date been proposed by OCTA.

We have 5 vaters in our household and all 5 of us are adamantly opposed to this plan.

Sincerely,
Kalie Arthur
Herb Netal
Alex Arthur
Colin Netal
Lucas Netal

400 Cabrilio St.
Costa Mesa, CA 92627

1 ;
Comments: Ih

~
i

o X P | 3 !
s AAZENSAN PIAET ppeld e sveads

(!\'v
b oyl

A¥. L
ContwaR  atd Quv £LO0narmly
/
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A32

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Fiease pmvrd'a your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
| Impact St {Draft CIRJEIS), Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[[] Menday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Ceast Community College [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
[ wednesday, Juns 6, 2012 = Westminster Communily Center {1 Thursday, June 14, 2042 - Fountaln Vialley Senfor Center

Namb (Fifstanulﬁﬁ{)r\( Shen S 5‘3\6&%(}

Crganization:
R \\ Q- o\ eA (s u\fﬁ}a Carche Gueananoa &
TR B0 - o7ys [T e

“*msdo)( Ywe, akes -y Lono - (‘hw
e Aveteic - -

From: Ruthie Ashton [radgreek@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, July 13, 2012 2:41 PM
Ta: Parsons, 405.dedcomments

I have a suggestion: It would show good faith, if the OCTA would be willing to install
soundproof, double-pained windows as well as air purification systems in each of the
homes along the 405, where they are trying to push the expansion program.

A number of years ago, when Home Depot was building on Harbor and Wilson, in the
College Park neighborhood, they offered this to the homes just behind them, so as to
make the transaction during their building program, more suitable for the residents.

| think this would be an excellent idea for OQCTA to adopt.

PC-A34

----- Originsl Message-----

From: Jim Atkinson [mailto:fremont@fea.net]

Sent: Wednesday, June 86, 2012 7:58 PM

To: Christina Byrne; Diane; Lance Hailstone; David Stiller; The Old Salt; Director Chlig-
Hall; Shawn Dewane; Paul Shoenberger

Subject: I 485 widening project

Hello,

I live in Costa Mesa near Fairview and Baker. I am very opposed to the Option 3 presented in —~
plans for the I 485 project. I travelled the I

485 from Costa Mesa to E1 Segundo every day for nearly 3@ years. When the 485 was widened
through most of Costa Mesa, it allowed traffic to flow easily up To the Santa Ana River.

There it would come te a halt in the north bound side in the afterncons. And in the Mornings
south bound traffic begins to open up near the Costa Mesa portion of the 485.

What needs to happen is to remove the bottle neck that is created near Euclid and then again

at Brookhurst and again at Warner. Going North the loss of the lanes in those spots creates

a significant slow down or halt due to the required mergers that must take place. <
I believed option 1 or option 2 will addres the problems on the freeways and thereby relieve
some of the traffic concerns on surface streeets in Costa Mesa. The traffic on surface
streets is due to people trying to get around the northbound jams on the freeway. Widening
the Fairview Bridge will not do anything to relieve the freeway traffic congestion.

Traffic only stops in Costa Mesa due to the lanes lost in Fountain Valley and Huntington
Beach. Fix that freeway flow and you will have fixed the problem.

1

> 1

> 2

oOnce again, I srtrongly object to Option 3 of the I 485 widening plan.

Thanks for your time and consideration on this matter, Jim _J
{Space for comments continued on reverse)
Q) A
P OCTA
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-A35 PC-A37
From: Jim Atkinson [fremont@fea.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 8:36 PM
To: Campbell, Bill; dhansen@surfcity-hb.crg; Laurena Weinert; FVProud@FountainValley.org;
CityManager@anaheim.net. mayor@garden-grove org; council@crtycflagunaniguel.org;
Wendy Krowles; 2, District, Adams, Audra; Nguyen, Janet; mpulido@santa-ana.org; Elizabeth - H
Wade; JAmante@tustinca.org; Bates, Pat, citycouncil@cityoforange org; Diane I 405 Im provement ProjeCt
Subject: 1 405 widening project Pub li Cc Hea]‘i n g
Hello,
1 live in Costa Mesa near Fairview and Baker. | am very opposed to the Option 3 presented in plans for the I Comment Sheet
405 project. [ traveled the 1405 from Costa Mesa to El Segundo every day for nearly 30 years, When the 405
was widened through most of Costa Mesa, it allowed traffic to flow easily up to the Santa Ana River. There it Please provide your comments regard'mg the 1-405 Improvement Project Dralt Environmental Impact Repert
would come to a halt in the north bound side in the afternoons. And in the Mornings south bound traffic begins 1 ental Impact (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
to open: up near the Costa Mesa portion of the 405. Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
What needs to happen is to remove the bottle neck that is ereated near Euclid and then again at Brookhurst and [[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Const Community College  [] Thursday, Jurs 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorivm
again al Warner. Going North the loss of the lanes in those spots creates a significant slow down or halt due to - . . N . - G i -
the required mergers that must take place. L | Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Community Cendar [dinursday, June 14, 2012 - Foumain Valley Senior Center
I helieved option 1 or option 2 will address the problems on the freeways and thereby relieve some of the traffic Mame (First and Lmﬁjﬂf\/ (\ /40[ /ﬂ/ T
concerns on surface streets in Costa Mesa. The trafllic on surface streets 1s due to people trying to get around Organization:
the northbound jams on the freeway. Widening the Fairview Bridge will not do anything to relieve the freeway 2
traffic congestion. Traffic only stops in Costa Mesa due to the Janes lost in Fountain Valley and Huntington Acdress{Optionall: 7,? # !’ m (;,_f-
Beach. Fix that freeway flow and you will have fixed the problem. ﬂ ) 7 I'é' ey
PhoneNmber/(}_/[) Zg %///I ailaddress:
Increasing the number of lanes by adding toll lanes or carpool lanes does little for the daily commuter. T
carpooled for several years before the carpool lanes came to OC and for many more after. They were not much ~
relief and my commute times were no shorter with carpool lanes than they were without them. In most cases, . i
just an extra lane or two would have made much more of a difference. And the carpool entrances and exits just 3 Comments: 1 (29 A H _:1'0 udol '.{(-' -
become bottlenecks to traffic flow. \Cfi\—’ﬂ,\.,
L\ -;(-Mr e agy 3 1
Onee apain, | strongly object to Option 3 of the 1 405 widening plan. /
Thanks for your time and consideration on this matter,
Jim ) _/
PC-A36
From: Larry Auba [aube@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 11:25 PM
To: Parscng, 405.dedcomments
Subject: Comments on the San Diego Freeway (I-405) improvement Project DEIR/EIS (Space for comments continued on reverse)
o,
| favor Build Alternative 2: Add Two General Purpose Lanes in Each Direction. | think that it givas taxpayers the best value 1 zﬁfﬂ ﬁ%
for our money. 5 2
M.af fibans OCTA
Larry Aube =
Irvine, CA
aul x.nel L i
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A38

WWWMZM%W

Y/ ..M/Mg;ﬁf?zfz_ (Le 405 zd ,%é,
{%%2%%? %ﬁ%ﬁ g
WA o0/ /‘MJ" Qpogrey, -+
YRl Mmﬁ/h% gl

il " gQ > 5{/’42,( >’
% . m@m /%&é% 4)5//2/
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PC-A38 Continued
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-A39

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Impravement Project Draft Environmeantal Impact Report /
En | Impact

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
J—i Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community College E:I Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

[ wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Communlty Genter

(Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

[ Thurscay, June 14, 2012 ~Foumain Valley Senior Canter

Mame (Firsl arn { as):

Address(Optianal):

Phone Number:

| Email addrese:

Comments: Maft Jﬁ"M’. F""’ F‘;ﬂ‘l ]\, } 11'5,( ]Lrﬁ%’ﬁ

MMéngss (44]

‘;:u.l-c xf’ug /'Cff M!’{J{(( ﬂ'l?r LT

/

OCTA

(Space for comments continued on reverse)

I1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your ing the 1405 t Project Draft Envi Impact Report /
Enviranmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be recelved by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[[] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Comunity Cellegs ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 Rush Pack Auditarium

[[] Wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center [ "] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountein Valley Senior Center

Mama (Eirst and Lasg, i
[ony L
Organization: A Y
ol A0 Vopmbera a4 ofoo 'C?u“t-l‘“f,
Address{Ophonal): N
Phone Number: l Email address:

Comments;__ 74 r’m’z)mm-mm fs fre?m‘\_\ Vidag ol g tuelome
45l o _ Sudbec  ColMorsd The 400 frceuny  octs us
_____ I :S--'l(a:-_,w;.'..\g te cdy -'qu.n‘-’..\f 5 Em‘.}f bt i e ded a_
The ?wyr:- < pasats i ( he fr.o‘ koo RRE fa ﬁg“‘-i--"f’g.q eueryuhe
G g ke fond passks vanle £ Lf’vﬁ; Lccosrble +o 1]-.»&”:(.,‘._
cade  Foupists
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-A41 PC-A42

I-405 Improvement Project

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Comment Sheet
garding the i-105 Imp Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /

Flease provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Ervironmental impact Repart /
t (Draft EIRIEIS). Comments must be reseived by Caltrans no iater than July 2, 2012, Environmental Impact Statament (Draft EIR/ZIS). Comments must be recaived by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Please provide your co
Enwire tal Impact Stat

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
E] Wonday, June 4, 2012 = Orange Coast Community College [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditerium

r] Monday, Jure 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Cellege F Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
(7] wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Communily Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

;I Wednesday, Juna 8, 2012 = Westminster Community Center DYhursdsy. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Sendor Center

Trame (First anc Lasit A’ \ ’ Meme (Firs! and Last: _
Mo Avdin FMAD  AZiZ
Organization: M .. Crganizatian;
WA Plowmlesre T W7 S— e
Address(Optional): " Address(Optional):
Phanz Mumber: t Email address: Fhone Humber : Email address:
I bAG- 354-197¢ emadaziz @ Mih. com
Comments: Comments;_THe 1RACE(L @ the qo8 FReCwny (8 Mo fripee  TAM
. — S ALAD  Seme ewC  FibAuy Lodmil o L SoMeThing  Abeoct 3

Poease . coutipue  pribh THLL :‘:’Hﬂ-l‘-"—)r ALrelwfte 3 tdouid be

e o e (Mos T E;ﬁ.:t-r'.r{.‘f et
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-A

Response to Comment Letter PC-Al

Comment PC-Al1-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Caltrans and OCTA acknowledge
and thank you for your sacrifices throughout construction of the WCC Project and look forward
to working with you and your neighbors during the proposed construction of the Preferred
Alternative. Caltrans and OCTA will be continuing and enhancing the public outreach effort for
those who reside within and adjacent to the corridor and those who travel the corridor each day.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A2

Comment PC-A2-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-A3

Commentario PC-A3-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacién de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccién de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.
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Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-A3

Comment PC-A3-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A4

Comment PC-A4-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11,
M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as part of the 1-405 MIS (2003-
2006), included project components similar to what you are recommending within your
comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives for further consideration
because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially more expensive than the
build alternatives (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 in Section
2.7). Please also see Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Comment PC-A4-2

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A5

Comment PC-A5-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-A6

Comment PC-A6-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Comment PC-A6-2
Please see Common Response — Preferred Alternative Identification.

Comment PC-A6-3

The concerns being expressed are directly related to the WCC Project, which should be directed
to OCTA and public outreach.

Comment PC-A6-4

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-A6-5

As described in Section 2.2.5, the project would likely be constructed in phases in a manner that
expedites construction and minimizes throw away and durations. As noted in your comment,
construct phasing (“swarming”) is crucial because it determines the timing, location, and
durations for construction activities within the project area. Final construction phasing cannot be
determined until the next phase of the project. The preliminary phasing, as described in the Draft
TMP (Community Impact Assessment, Appendix D), is shown graphically in Figure 2-7 on page
2-27 of the Draft EIR/EIS . The four construction stages would have some overlap between work
items to be constructed in consecutive stages to accommodate the total construction schedule of
approximately 54 months. Construction of interchange improvements, consisting of freeway
ramp reconstruction, local arterial improvements, and overcrossing structure replacement, is
envisioned to be staggered throughout the four main stages to minimize impacting two
consecutive interchanges or closing two consecutive on- or off-ramps at the same time. Arterials
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and overcrossing improvements that would add capacity over the existing condition are proposed
in the earlier stages in efforts to ease traffic congestion during subsequent construction stages.

It should be noted that it is likely that this project will be a design-build project or will utilize
another alternative delivery method, and final construction phasing could be different than what
has been considered within the environmental document phase of the project.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A7

Comment PC-A7-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A8

Comment PC-A8-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A9

Comment PC-A9-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A10

Comment PC-A10-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-Al1l

Comment PC-Al11-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Based on the recommendation of the PDT, Caltrans determined that the open forum hearing
format was appropriate for this project. Open forum hearings are preferred to formal hearings,
because they result in greater and more balanced input and are less likely to result in
confrontational situations.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A12

Comment PC-Al12-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A13

Comment PC-A13-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-Al14

Comment PC-Al14-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A15

Comment PC-A15-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A16

Comment PC-A16-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A17

Comment PC-A17-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-A17-2
Please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-A17-3
Please see Response to Comment PC-A17-1 and Common Response — Property Values.

Comment PC-A17-4

Overall, all of the build alternatives reduce congestion (see Section 3.1.6) and result in improved
local and regional air quality (see Section 3.2.6). “Black soot” referenced in the comment is
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likely partially associated with vehicle emissions and DPM, as well as a multitude of other
sources including entrained road dust and other particulate-producing events (e.g., fires, smog).
Any vehicle-related “black soot” on the subject property is likely related more to the proximity
of the location to the freeway than it is to the magnitude of the vehicles traveling within the
project corridor. As described in Section 3.2.6, future MSAT (i.e., DPM) emissions and overall
project emission are projected to decrease. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and
Health Risks.

Comment PC-A17-5
Please see Response to Comment PC-A17-1.

Comment PC-Al17-6
Please see Common Response — Measure M Funding.

Comment PC-A17-7

The soundwall that currently exists adjacent to Almond Avenue was installed as a temporary
soundwall and was anticipated to be replaced. If replaced, the new soundwall would be
constructed as a permanent feature designed to meet current building standards. Please also see
Response to Comment PC-A17-1.

Comment PC-A17-8

As described in Section 3.1.5, most of the utility lines within the study area would be avoided
during construction; however, each build alternative would require replacement and/or relocation
of some water, sewer, gas, electrical, and telecommunications lines within the project ROW
limits. Temporary outages are necessary to switch over from existing to relocated utilities and
are anticipated to be on the order of minutes up to hours. Affected areas would be notified well
in advance of all planned outages. Utility relocations are considered routine and are not
anticipated to result in any long-term or permanent disruptions in service as a result of relocation
or replacement of utilities. See Common Response — Relocating Utilities Underground.

Comment PC-A17-9

The build alternatives would all require full acquisition of the properties where Sports Authority,
Days Inn, and Fountain Valley Skating Center are located, along with partial acquisition of the
property where Boomers is located, on the south side of 1-405 between Magnolia Street and
Warner Avenue, as discussed in Section 3.1.4.2.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. OCTA and Caltrans have
developed design options for all of the alternatives that would remove the braided ramps between
Warner Avenue and Magnolia Street on the north and/or south sides of 1-405. If the design
option for removal of the ramps on the south side of 1-405 is incorporated into the Preferred
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Alternative, no acquisition or relocation of any of these properties would be required. Please see
Common Response — Impacts to Businesses.

Comment PC-A17-10
Please see Response to Comment PC-A17-1.

Comment PC-A17-11

Please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. In
regard to air and noise pollution, please see Common Responses — Noise/Noise Analysis, Air
Quality, and Health Risks.

Comment PC-A17-12

Where feasible, Caltrans/OCTA have made revisions to the project alternatives in response to
issues identified by the public, including Almond Avenue soundwall (please see Response to
Comment PC-Al-1), Fairview Bridge (please see Response to Comment PC-A4-2), and
acquisition of businesses near the intersection of 1-405 and Warner Avenue within Fountain
Valley (please see Response to Comment PC-A17-9). However, incorporation of alternatives
such as LRT and BRT are not viable alternatives at this time. Please see Response to Comment
PC-A4-1 and Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. In regards to
coordination with the Navy, the priority of the design team was to minimize residential impacts,
including ROW. OCTA, Caltrans, and FHWA have worked extensively with the Navy to move
I-405 toward and into the Navy property to avoid impacting the residential areas on the
northbound side of 1-405. Please see Common Response — Shifting Improvements away from
Residential Properties onto NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A18

Comment PC-A18-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-A19

Comment PC-A19-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A20

Comment PC-A20-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Incorporation of alternatives such as LRT and BRT are not viable alternatives at this time. Please
see Response to Comment PC A4-1 and Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT
Alternatives.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A21

Comment PC-A21-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A22

Comment PC-A22-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A23

Comment PC-A23-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A24

Comment PC-A24-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-A25

Commentario PC-A25-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacién de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccidn de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-A25

Comment PC-A25-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A26

Comment PC-A26-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-A27

Comment PC-A27-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A28

Comment PC-A28-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A29

Comment PC-A29-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A30

Comment PC-A30-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.
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Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A31

Comment PC-A31-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A32

Comment PC-A32-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A33

Comment PC-A33-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

There are currently no plans to install double-paned windows or air purification systems to all
homes along the 1-405 project corridor. Measures proposed to reduce air quality and noise
impacts can be found in Sections 3.2.6.4 and 3.2.7.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS, respectively.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A34

Comment PC-A34-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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We acknowledge the opposition to Alternative 3 in Costa Mesa. With respect to revisions to
Alternative 3, please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/
Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Comment PC-A34-2
Please see Response to Comment PC-A34-1.

None of the proposed build alternatives is expected to eliminate congestion on I-405 in Costa
Mesa or elsewhere in the corridor; the build alternatives would reduce congestion compared to
the No Build Alternative, as shown in Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13 of the Draft
EIR/EIS. Additional capacity on the freeway is anticipated to shift some traffic from the arterial
system onto the freeway due to the reduced congestion and the added capacity provided under
the build alternatives.

None of the build alternatives propose to widen the Fairview Road Overcrossing bridge. The
proposal in the Draft EIR/EIS as part of Alternative 3 was to replace the bridge to lengthen it to
accommodate additional lanes and shoulders on 1-405 beneath the bridge in Alternative 3.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A35

Comment PC-A35-1
Please see Responses to Comments PC-A34-1 and PC-A34-2.

Comment PC-A35-2

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes.

Comment PC-A35-3

As described in Section 3.1.6 and as shown in Table 3.1.6-7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, all of the
proposed alternatives would result in substantial reductions in corridor travel times in the GP and
HOV lanes and for the GP and tolled Express Lanes for Alternative 3 compared to the No Build
Alternative. Alternative 3 has limited access points, also reducing the number of entrances and
exits. Alternative 3 provides all users the option of trip reliability and decreased travel times and
maximizes vehicle throughput; any corridor user that needs trip reliability or decreased travel
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times would have the option of utilizing the express toll facility for a fee, and HOV 3+ vehicles
would be able to utilize this option for a reduced fee.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A36

Comment PC-A36-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A37

Comment PC-A37-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A38

Comment PC-A38-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Comment PC-A38-2

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-A38-3

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. None of the proposed alternatives would affect Almond Avenue’s status as
a tsunami evacuation route. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.
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Comment PC-A38-4

MSATS have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project.
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see
Common Response — Health Risks.

Comment PC-A38-5

Study of additional alternatives, which included other alternatives such as LRT and BRT, was
evaluated as part of the MIS; however, incorporation of LRT and BRT are not viable alternatives
at this time. Please see Response to Comment PC A4-1 and Common Response — Elimination of
LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A39

Comment PC-A39-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A40

Comment PC-A40-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A41

Comment PC-A41-1
No response required. No address or comment was provided.

Response to Comment Letter PC-A42

Comment PC-A42-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R1-PC-A-37 March 2015



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

This page intentionally left blank.

March 2015 R1-PC-A-38 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



	PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-A
	RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-A
	Response to Comment Letter PC-A1
	Comment PC-A1-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A2
	Comment PC-A2-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-A3
	Commentario PC-A3-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-A3
	Comment PC-A3-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A4
	Comment PC-A4-1
	Comment PC-A4-2

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A5
	Comment PC-A5-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A6
	Comment PC-A6-1
	Comment PC-A6-2
	Comment PC-A6-3
	Comment PC-A6-4
	Comment PC-A6-5

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A7
	Comment PC-A7-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A8
	Comment PC-A8-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A9
	Comment PC-A9-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A10
	Comment PC-A10-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A11
	Comment PC-A11-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A12
	Comment PC-A12-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A13
	Comment PC-A13-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A14
	Comment PC-A14-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A15
	Comment PC-A15-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A16
	Comment PC-A16-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A17
	Comment PC-A17-1
	Comment PC-A17-2
	Comment PC-A17-3
	Comment PC-A17-4
	Comment PC-A17-5
	Comment PC-A17-6
	Comment PC-A17-7
	Comment PC-A17-8
	Comment PC-A17-9
	Comment PC-A17-10
	Comment PC-A17-11
	Comment PC-A17-12

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A18
	Comment PC-A18-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A19
	Comment PC-A19-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A20
	Comment PC-A20-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A21
	Comment PC-A21-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A22
	Comment PC-A22-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A23
	Comment PC-A23-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A24
	Comment PC-A24-1

	Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-A25
	Commentario PC-A25-1

	Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-A25
	Comment PC-A25-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A26
	Comment PC-A26-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A27
	Comment PC-A27-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A28
	Comment PC-A28-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A29
	Comment PC-A29-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A30
	Comment PC-A30-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A31
	Comment PC-A31-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A32
	Comment PC-A32-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A33
	Comment PC-A33-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A34
	Comment PC-A34-1
	Comment PC-A34-2

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A35
	Comment PC-A35-1
	Comment PC-A35-2
	Comment PC-A35-3

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A36
	Comment PC-A36-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A37
	Comment PC-A37-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A38
	Comment PC-A38-1
	Comment PC-A38-2
	Comment PC-A38-3
	Comment PC-A38-4
	Comment PC-A38-5

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A39
	Comment PC-A39-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A40
	Comment PC-A40-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A41
	Comment PC-A41-1

	Response to Comment Letter PC-A42
	Comment PC-A42-1



